
The County Executives of America: 

https://s3.amazonaws.com/khudes/County+Executives+of+America.pdf 

agree with the US military: the United States is retaining a strong United States dollar and 

Germany as an ally.   

We are accomplishing this by replacing the Federal Reserve Note with uncut US dollars in the 

Global Debt Facility https://s3.amazonaws.com/khudes/UBS+UNCUT.pdf .  The US military 

understands the accuracy of the power transition model, which predicts the 90-95% chance there 

will be an end to the Fed and the rest of the banking cartel:  

http://philosophyofmetrics.com/2014/02/18/sdrs-and-the-new-bretton-woods-part-six/comment-

page-1/#comment-584 

Here is an excerpt from Jacek Kugler, Ron Tammen and Brian Efird: “The War Presidency: 

Options Taken and Lost”, International Studies Association Meetings, Montreal, Canada, 

published February 2004, 

http://citation.allacademic.com//meta/p_mla_apa_research_citation/0/7/4/2/7/pages74272/p7427

2-1.php: 

“Specifically, a gap between the United States and Germany, the leader of Europe now and into 

the foreseeable future, generates frictions and dissatisfaction within the Western alliance. This 

dissatisfaction in turn, raises the potential of a challenge between the US and an emerging giant 

in Asia. Contrast this structure with the alternative that was emerging after the war in 

Afghanistan. A German – led EU was coordinating anti-terrorist efforts with the US. Russia, 

France and Japan seemed to be participating in an expanded NATO/EU/Atlantic Alliance. China 

was now neutral. Given this structure the potential challenge from a dissatisfied Asian power 

could be delayed until the end of this century.” 

Here is an exerpt from Randolph M. Silverson, “The Contributions of International Politics 

Research to Policy”, Political Science and Politics, published March 2000, 

https://www.apsanet.org/imgtest/ContributionsInternationalPolitics-Siverson.pdf See page 62 

“[T]he forecasts produced by [the model] were shown to be both more specific and more 

accurate than the results generated by the Directorate of Intelligence…[A]nalysts…have a 

tendency to look to the future as a projection of the past, while [the model], to the contrary, 

begins with the assumption that policies are the product of changing political forces that are 

estimable…[I]t may be noted that it generates forecasts about policy outcomes using information 

on how stakeholders (i.e., those with both an interest in an issue and an ability to affect its 

outcome) are positioned on an issue, how important the issue is to them, and how much power 

each stakeholder has. ..How does the model fare? Quite well, in fact. ..[T]he model was used “to 

analyze scores of policy issues in over 30 countries” (275). …[T]he model’s rate of accuracy was 

about 90%, and when the forecasts of the model and CIA analysts differed, the model’s forecast 

was correct in every case. 

This went to Russia’s Ambassador in Tokyo: 

https://s3.amazonaws.com/khudes/ltokyoembassies3.pdf 
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